Dear David, 


I 2/a/s> 

3m asked* her^ is I57* ,, 9146-*H. Because it does not ^antion v&aco Baith 
as a source I f a also including a racord that does, ac you'll iiavo ail three. 

Although £-1 gives the informant file numbers for Mrs* Btiith and Tumor » 
Vasco 1 a is mi s s i ng . According to notes 1 made 7ihen I first esaained tee records , 
Ms is 170-49* 

in the <anraat you do not havs a copy l*u also inclosing the IS[ f 8 file class!— 
ixoatiais, copied from its puoJixntion on ita Contra! Incords. It gives 
^Brfcremiat Informants” as the clasnifi cation, for 170 files* 

I*ve not tried to figure out who the third person is in &-t • ArteLn and 
Vasco are both possible, tee latter because the FBI regarded him as a liai son 
(l57-275} # however, before thin record was generated life had 170-49* which aeeiau to 
work against that* 

The informant contact reports X mentioned should be in these 170 files* 

^hy not request teen and all related records of any kind? 

I find myself wonUoring why these people are suing when there is no real 
question ox fact, truth or even a su^-estion of malice. 

I guess Vasco is not included because he*d alreacy oade public admission, 
jhich he justified to tee papers. 


Good luck l 


